294	NADIR   SHAH
The date of his death, like that of his birth, is not known; there is evidence
to show that he was still living in 1172 or 1173 a.h. (a.d. 1758-59 or I759"60)-1
He is to be carefully distinguished from two other (more or less) contemporary
writers, each of whom was also known as Mirza Mahdi Khan. One of these
was Abul-Mufakhir Ni?amu'd-Din Muhammad Hadi al~Husaini as-Safavi,
the author of (i) the Diya* al-'Uyun, a treatise on the mystical peculiarities
of Muhammad's prophetic seal and on the magic power and influence of certain
passages and letters of the Qur'an,2 and (ii) the Majmu'a-yi-Mahdi Khani,
a short history of the Timurids of India compiled in 1142 a.e. (1729-30).
The father of this Mahdi Khan was Mir Mahdi Khan (see fol. I (b) of the India
Office MS. No. 2272), and it is stated in the Bodleian copy of this work (Bodleian
MS. No. 1563) that it was composed at JHaidarabad in 1114 a.h. (a.d. 1702-3).
This Mahdi Khan was evidently a considerably older man.
The other Mahdi Khan (whose first name was Muhammad) was a native of
Tabriz; curiously enough, like his namesake of Astarabad, he wrote, in
Persian, a grammar, together with a vocabulary, of the Turki language. His.
work, however, dealt with the Turki spoken in Adharbaijan and else where in
Persia, and it is known that he compiled it subsequently to 1198 a,h. (a.d.
1783-84)3; he was therefore much younger than the author of the Sanglakh
and Ta'rikh-i-Nadiri.
The Ta'rikhr4-NaMri9 as Mirza Mahdi Astarabadi's official history of Nadir
is generally known, * is the only detailed and really well-informed contemporary
record in existence that covers the whole of Nadir's career. It describes
with a wealth of detail the numerous campaigns and other important
happenings, and it is fairly lavishly supplied with dates which are,
with a few exceptions, accurate. It is, therefore, no exaggeration to say
that the work is the only sure foundation upon which a critical study of Nadir's
life and activities can be based. Nevertheless, the book is not free from
blemishes. As official historian, Mirza Mahdi could not write of things as
they actually were, but as his master would like them to appear; he had
to be eulogistic and not critical, and it is not, therefore, surprising that his book
contains a number of exaggerated statements and distortions of the truth;,
moreover, some episodes of importance are omitted altogether. Owing,,
doubtless, to the circumstances under which it was written, it gives but little
information of a personal nature regarding Nadir, and it throws no light
1 There are two chronograms at the end of the Sanglakh, each of which, apparently, purports*
to give the date of the completion of that work; one of these chronograms gives the year as
1172 and the other as 1173 a.h. ; it is not known which is the correct date (see Rieu's Catalogue-
of the Turkish Manuscripts in the British Museum, London, 1888, p. 265).
1 See Etttfs notice of the work in the 1.0. Catalogue of Persian MSS., No. 2272.
* See Rieu's Catalogue of the Persian MSS. in the British Museum, p. 988. Sir Denison Ross,
on p. vi of his editorial introduction to Mirza Mahdi Astarabam's Mabani'l-Lughat, states,
that this grammar and the accompanying dictionary, the Sanglakh,'are much superior
to the above-mentioned work.
4 The work itself bears no title, but it has been known ever since Mirza Mahdi's day as the Ta'rikh-
i-Nadiri, as his contemporary Mufrainmad Ka?im called it by that title. It is occasionally
called the Ta'rikh-i~Jahan-gushai-yi-Nadiri (e.g., in the Ta'rikh-i-Zandiya, B.M. Add.
MS. 26,198). It is not to be confused with the Persian translation of James Eraser's History
of Nadir Shah by Abu'l-Oasim Khan Na§irul-Mulk, which is also called the Ta'rikh-i-Nadiri*.
or with 'Abdu'l-Kaxim Kashmiri's Bayan-i-Waqi', which is sometimes given that title,
(See Professor Storey's Persian Literature : a Bio-Bibliographical Survey, Section II, Fasc,.
2> PP- 32& said 329)-

